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V.  I.  LEIWN  ON  THE  BASIC  UWS  GOVERNING  . 

.  THE  DEVELOPMENT  OF  NATIONS 
,  -'USSR  - 

[The  following  is  a  translation  of  an  article  by 
M.  D.  Kammari,  Corresponding  Member  of  the  Acad¬ 
emy  of  Sciences  of  the  USSR,  in  Voprosy  Filosof ii 
(Problems  of  Philosophy),  Vol,  XIV,  No.  4>  Moscow 
i960,  pages  30-45.] 


The  London  Times'  has  clearly  confirmed  the  brilliant 
.foresight  of  V.  I.  Lenin,  not  only  in  connection  with  the  gen¬ 
eral  development  of  world  history  ahd  that  of  the  world  revo¬ 
lutionary  workers'  movement,  but  as  regards  the  evolutionary 
path  of  national  relationships  under  capitalism  and  socialism 
as  well. 

The  theoretical  fovindation  of  these  prognoses  lay  in  the 
creative  development  of  Marxism,  a  profound  analysis  of  the  laws 
governing  the  development  of  capitalism  in  the  imperialist  epoch 
and  the  proletarian  revolution,  and  a  study  of  the  basic  trends 
and  laws  in  national  development  during  that  period, 

,  :I,  The  Marxist  Theory  of  Nations  Developed  by 
V.I.  Lenin 

Creatively  expanding  Marxist  theory  on  national-colonial 
problems,  ^nin  evolved  a  profound  theory  of  nations  and  re¬ 
searched  the  laws  controlling  their  appearance ,  development., .  and 
merger  with  a  communist  society  after  the  victory  of  communism 
over  the  world  as  a  whole.  On  the  basis  of  this  scientific 
foundation,  he  drafted  a  program  and  policy  for  the  revolution¬ 
ary  liarxist  party  on  the  national  and  colonial  problems  for  ap¬ 
plication  in  the  imperialist  epoch, 

.  In  one  of  his  prominent  early  theoretical  works,  which 
was  entitled  "Who  Are  These  'Friends  of  the  People',  and  How 
Do  They  Combat  the  Social  Democrats?"  (spring-summer  1894), 

Lenin  criticized  the  idealistic-populistic  theory  of  nations, 
setting  up  in  opposition  to  it  the  materialistic  Marxist  theory . 
According  to  populist  N,  Mikhgylovskiy,  nations  and  national 
relationships  constitute  a  "continuation  and  summarization  of 
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clah  relationships.”  Tliis  theory,  which  is  current  with  bour¬ 
geois  sociologists  and  historiographers,  who  believe  in  evolu¬ 
tion  froin  the  fajiiily  through  the  clan,  tribe  and  nation  to  the 
state,  is  gainsaid  by  the  actual  history  of  the  appeeirance  of 
nations.  Analyzing  the  process  by  which  the  Russian  national 
state  developed,  Lenin  showed  that  the  formation  of  nations  and 
national  relationships  had  no  link  with  tribal  development  nor 
was  it  a  ’continuation  or  sunuoarization'  of  the  tribal  system. 
Rather,  the  increased  exchange  among  various  parts  of  Russia, 
the  gradually  larger  volume: uof  goods  turnover,  the  concentra¬ 
tion  of  small: local  Markets  in  an  all-Russian  market  -  the  ap¬ 
pearance  of i capitalist i production  relations  -  were  the  ir^ort- 
ant  factors,^  ■  .  „ 

"Since  the  leaders  and  managers  of  this  process  were  the 
capitalist  merchants,  ’tiie  creation  of  national  relationships 
was  none  other  than  the  establishment  of  bourgeois  relation- 
ships'':_  (V .  I .  Lenin,  Works:jc  Voi.  .1 ,  pages  137-13#.  Prior  to 
the  existence  of  the  Moscow  state^  there  were  various  areas^ and 
principalitie s  with  traces  of  f uSdalism j  there  wore  autonomous " 
sectors  with  special  forms  of  administration,  their  own  armies, 
customs  frontiers,  etc.  At  that  time  national  relations  in  the 
proper  and  strictly  scientific  sense  of  the  term  did  not  exist 
in  Russia<j  *^It  was  only  with  thec  new  nra  in  Russian  history 
(as  of  the  seventeenth  century,  approximately),”  according  to 
Lenin,  ”That  there  was  a  real  merger  of  all ‘these  lands,  areas 
and  principalities  into  a  whole^^»  (Ibid,  : page  137). 

These,  conclusions  of  Lenin  *s  constitute  a  further  devel¬ 
opment  and  expansion  of  the  theories  of  Marx  and  Engels  on  the 
^merger  into  one  nation  with  a  single  goveriiment,  legal  code, 
national  class  interest,  and  customs  frontier  of  various  inde¬ 
pendent  areas  with  separate  interests,  laws,  governments  and 
customs  levies”  as  capitalism  developeds in  the  feudal  states.” 
(K.  Marx  and  P.  Engels,  Works,  page  428). ^ 

Marx  and  Engels  also: stated,  that  the  bourgeoisie  shaped 
nations  in  accordance  with  its  own  form  and  concepts*  In  other 
words ,  national  relationships  derived , from  it  was  the  emergence 
of  bourgeois  capitalist  nations  ooh.spiidated  on  the  basis  of 
capitalistcdevclopment  luider  :  the.:rule  of^  the  bourgeoisie i  \ 

About  the  process  of  formation  fahd  the  nat^^  of:  these 
nations,  lenin  wrote  s ; ^Nations  are  the  inevitable  product  and 
form  deriving  from  the  bourgeois  epoch' of  social  developmexit*” 
(Works,  Vol.  XXI,  page  56)w  ^  j  ■ 

lenin  developed  the  only  correct  and  specific  sci^tific 
"to  the  study  of  nations,  which  appear  in  connection 
with  the  evolution  of  capitalism .  The  revisionists  ( 0 .  Bauer 
and  K.  Renner)  have  opposed  to  Marxist  theory  their  won  nation¬ 
alistic  and  idealistic  concept  of  nations.  In  their  view,  a 
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"nation  Is  a  union  of  individuals  thinking  and  speaking  simil¬ 
arly",  or.  a  Qommunity  of  persons  uhrelated  "to 'the  land"  but  '  * 
with  a  communal  territory.  (K.  Renner).  "The  hat ion  is  a  com¬ 
munity  of.  relatively  common  character,"  or  a  "totality  of  per¬ 
sons  by  a  common  nature  on  the  basis  of  a  common  fate."  (0*  Bau¬ 
er).  ;This  theory  ignores  the  class  contradictions  within  bour¬ 
geois  nations,  picturing  these  as  "unions  of  likethinking  people". 
It  fails  to  relate  nations  and  their  psychic  mentalities  .with 
the  true  grounds  oh  which  nations  are  based,  exist,  and  develop, 
including  a  community  of  language.  The  logical  result  of  such 
a  theory  would  be  a  nationalist  program  to  promote  "cultural- 
national  autonoiiy;"  Each  citizen  of  a  state  would  identify  with 
one  "nation"  or  another  or  with  an  extraterritorial  "national 
union"  guiding  the  cultural  affairs  of  the  nation  (schools,  etc.), 
constituting  a  juridical  entity  with  the  right  to  tax  its  citi¬ 
zens  for  cultural  undertakings,  and  having  its  own  parliament  and 
ministers.  General  international  working  organizations,  trade 
unions/  cooperatives,  and  even  the  Social  Democratic  Party  would 
have  been  broken  down  oh  the  basis  of  the  extraterritorial-na-  , 
tional  principle.  Not  only  in  the  stated  bUt  also  in  individual 
factories  would  this  theory  call  for  a  breakdown  into  many  na¬ 
tional  trade  unions j  cooperatives,  workers*  parties,  etc, 

"The  essential  basic  error  in  this  program,"  wrote  Lenin, 
"Is  that  it  attempts  to  put  into  practice  the  most  acute  and  ab¬ 
solute  nationali^  carried  to  the  extreme."  (Works,  Vol.  XX,  .. 
page  17).  This  bourgeois-nationalistic  program  distorted  the 
workers*  movement,  and  undermined  its  international  solidarity  • 
and  class  unity. 

Opposing  the  idealistic  theory  on  nations  set  forth  by 
0,  Bauer  and  K,  Renner,  as  well  as  the  na.tionalist  socalled 
"cultural-national  autonomy"  program,  Lenin  demonstrated  the  , 
importance  of  a  common  language  to  the  unity  of  a  population- 
living  in  a  common  territory  as  well  as  that  of  a  common  econom¬ 
ic  existence  in  the  larger  modern  nations,  (see  Works,  Vol,  VII,, 
page  83) i  Unity  within  the  national  structure  of  a  population, 
including  a  common  language,  Lenin  said,  is  an  important  factor 
in  the  complete  command  of  the  domestic  market  and  total  freedom 
in  economic  turnover,  (see  Works,  Vol,  XlX,  page  317,  and  Vol, 
XX,  page  32),  Oh  the  other  hand,  the  development  of  economic  : 
relationships,  trade,  and  the  bourgeois  distribution  of  labor, 
determine  the  concentration  of  similar  dialects  in  a  general 
national  language  and  the  development  and  spread  of  that  tongue. 

On  this  basis,  Lenin  exposed  the  chauvinist  policy  nf 
compulsory  assimilation  and  Russification  effected  under  the 
czars.  He  criticized  the  nationalistic  concepts  and  the  pro¬ 
grams  for  cultural-national  autonomy.  He  adamantly  opposed  the 
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ojitroductipn  of  a  singie.  I’ptate  Isiiguage'V  iii  Russia,,. because. ;  S 
wotild  promoitio  ;'to0i;.chauviniat'  policy,  of  RussificaMoa.r  According 
to  Lenin,.  tbls  ,VO.u^  .  PPfflpiAsoiT  study,  o  thie  Ruapiah  = . ; 

language ,  which  upuid  imediately,  alienate  the  pepplen  of]  Ru^-]  ,  r 
sia-  from  dt*,  OTie  jatudy  of  the  great,  powerful  and,  free,  EuseiaU;  . 
tongue,;  the  language  of  Lomonbeov,  Pushkin,  Gogol>  ,!^geney, 
Tolstoy,  and:,  Gorki  should  not  require  compulsion »  ;  In  hi,s  letter 
to  Lenin,  ,S.;  .G»:  Shaunyan  spoke  of  rhis;  ide%j<^;,iDeRin6  ^Wsian  I 
state  tongue;  of  Russia  because  of  <ita  great  cultural  signif  i¬ 
cance «  .  Lenin  determinedly  opposed  this.,  measure,;  although  he 
never  in  way,  denied  its;i.oultural  importance  for  ;£Q.l  the 
peoples  in  the  nation,  ”»,«.:ocan  you  not  see,"  herWPote,  '[That 
it  (the.  Russian  langunge  -  M,  K.  )  would  have  eyen  greater  pro¬ 
gressive  inf  luence  if  it  were  not  oompiCLaor?i?.  if  a  state  lanr 
guage, implies  hickory- sticks,  jit  will  be,  repellant.  1.  How  coo  yon 
fail  to  understand  the  psychology  wi^ch  is  of i  such  great  import¬ 
ance;  in-  the  nationality  question?  Giyen  the:  slightest  degree  of 
cOnpulsipn  the  indisputably  prpgressiyej  significance  of  a  imit- 
ed  language  in  the  centralization  f of  ;  a  ,  large  state  will  be  de-  , 
filed/-  damaged;  and  brought  tp  naught,  Hpweyer,  the  economy  is 
of  even  -.groater  imoortanoe:  tlian  psychology v  j  In  Russia,  there  is 
still  is  ,a  capitalist  economy:,  which  makes  ihe  Russian  language 
essontiali  But  you  do;  not  trust  the  i^  of  the  economy 

and  would'  like  to  ,  [  strengthen ' -it  wit^  -the  billysticks.  of  the 
police/ riffraff?  Will  the:  abolition  pf  jihe,  wretched  police  me¬ 
thods  .hot  multiply  ten  times -(a  thousandetimes)  ypluntary  unity 
for  tho  pnepervation  and  spread  of  the  Russian  language?'': 

(Works,  ■7ol,.XIX,  pages  452-453).  ' 

.  ..  In  the  slight  of  Lena's  . statements,  the  Marxist  view  on 
the  language  problem  is  entirely,  clear::  -  f  uil  equality  of  nations 
and  their  , languages:  is  heoessaryev  Wo  state  privileges  should 
be  accorded;.tO  a  given  nation'  or  language,-  No  state  compulsion 
should  be  conn®cted  with  the  study  of  a ,  language..  The  free  de-. 
yelopment  and  use  of  all  languages  should  be  permitted.  Econom¬ 
ic  requirements  and  poli'ticaiiand  culture  communications  bo-  , 
'tween  persons  in  . -a  m,ultinatipnai  .  state  .  naturally  lead  gradually  . 
to  the  vdluntQry  study  of  ■the  language  of  the  majority  of  the  _  ;  • 
population  insofar  as  it  serves  p-s  t^e  means  of  4^ 
communications  and  the  mutual  onricipent  pf  the  cultures  of  all 
nations.  This  occurs  along  with  the  atu^  by  citizens  of  each 
nation  of  their  own  tongue.  This  means  of  international  pom-  ; 
munication  will  strengthen  naturally  and  systema'lically,  bu't 
cannot  be  enforced.  The  masses  themselves  will,  determine; which 
languages  they  must  know  and  therefore imust  study,.  Eor  example, 
if  the  .Soviet  npiional  republics  Imye  introduced  Russian^ 
guage  Study  in  the  schools,  i't  has  jbeon  entirely  a  yolu^ 
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iaattcr  uith  no  pressure  from  the  Eussians,  a  measure  taken  be¬ 
cause  the  knowledge  of  Russian  opens  wider  the  doors  to  the  rich 
treasuries  of  Russian  and  world  culture,  and  facilitates  commun¬ 
ication  and  cultural  development.  Such  decisions,  adopted  volun¬ 
tarily,  have  nothing . in  common  with  the  compulsory  study  of  an 
official  state  language. 

Thus,  from  Leninas  analysis  of  the  process  of  the  emer¬ 
gence  of  nations  based  on  community  of  language,  territory,  eco¬ 
nomic  life  and  culture,  stems  the  well-known  Marxist  concept  of 
the  nation  as  set  forth  in  "Marxism  and  the  National  Problem” 
written  by  J.  Stalin  in  1913.  His  definition  contains  another 
aspect  of  nationality  -  a  community  of  mind  evidenced  in  the 
special  peculiarities  of  national  cultures.  This  is  undoubted¬ 
ly  a  product  of  communal  economic  life  and  the  common  history 
of  development  and  emergence  of  the  nation  as  well  as  its  inter¬ 
relationships  with  other  nations.  Neither  in  theory  nor  in 
practical  politics  can  this  factor  be  ignored,  as  Lenin  stressed 
more  than  once. 

The  bourgeois  nationalists  attempt  in  vain  to  disprove 
Lenin *s  theory  on  the  nation  question,  and  do  not  shrink  from 
even  the  grossest  distortions  in  this  cause.  Ideologists  be¬ 
lieving  in  “national  communism”  combat  Leninism  lander  the  pre¬ 
text  of  criticizing  "Stalinism”.  However,  they  are  well  aware 
that  Stalin's  work  criticized  the  idealistic  theories  of  0* 

Bauer  and  K.  Renner,  and  that  Lenin  valued  highly  the  program 
for  cultural-national  autonomy  which  Stalin  wrote  under  his 
guidance  and  supervision.  Nonetheless,  the  revisionists  would 
have  us  believe  it  is  Stalin  alone,  not  Lenin,  with  whom  they 
would  take  issue.  For  example,  revisionist  ideologists  assert 
that  "Stalin's  theory”  on  the  national  question  is  riddled  with 
"idealism,”  "pragmaticism",  and  "hegemonism”.  They  state  that 
Stalin  simply  took  the  ”old  Austro-Marxist  cultural-linguistic 
definition  of  the  nation”  uncritically,  and  added  to  it  “ele¬ 
ments  having  to  do  with  economic  relationships  in  a  given  ter 
ritory”.  They  assert  that  he  viewed  the  nation  from  a  piirely 
idealistic  point  of  view  as  the  emergence  of  a  "special  con¬ 
sciousness  based  on  technical-economic  relationships  and  com¬ 
munity  of  interests."  Such  a  distortion  of  the  true  import  pf 
Stalin's  concepts  could  only  be  perpetrated  by  those  who  as¬ 
sume  that  readers  will  not  refer  to  Stalinas  works  or  will  not 
have  them  available.  The  revisionists  also  dispute  the  Marx¬ 
ist  differentiation  between  the  two  types  of  nations  -  the 
bourgeois  and  the  socialist  -  on  the  grounds  that  nations  do 
not  have  a  class  nature.  This  is  despite  the  fact  that  such 
a  nature  is  ascribed  to  them  in  all  Marxist-Leninist  teachings, 
and  in  direct  statements  by  Marx,  Engels  and  Lenin,  and  is  com- 


-  5  ~ 


.pletely  consistent -with  the  sictual  facts.  It  is  her^  that  the 
bourgeois-nationalistic  naturb  of  the  theories  of .  these  "critice'* 
of  Marxism  becomes  apparent.  In  this  instance  they  overlook  the 
fact  that  bourgeois  nations  are  composed  of  opposing  and  antag¬ 
onistic  classes,  and  that  the  bourgeoisie  leads  these  nations, 
implementing  bourgeois  policies  in  the  name  of  the  nations  and 
educating  them  in  a  nationalist  spirit, 

.  II#  Two  Capitalist  Trends  As  Regards  the  Nation¬ 
al  Question  ^d  the  Struggle  for  Proletarian 
•Internationalism 

Lenin  laid  a  firm  basis  for  the  proletarian  policy  in  re¬ 
gard  to  the  national  question  and  worked  out  the  objective  law 
governing  the  development  of  capitalism  in  the  field  of  nation¬ 
al  relationships.  In  his  article  ^Critical  Notes  on  the  Nation¬ 
al  Question*'  (1913)  he  wrote:  **Ih  the  development  of  capital¬ 
ism  there  are  two  historical  trends  as  regards  the  question  of 
nations.  The  first  is  an  awakening  of  national  life  and  nation¬ 
al  movements  -  the  struggle  against  nation-oppression  and  the  ’  * 
creation  of  a  national  state.  The  second  is  the  development 
and  intensification  of  all  relationships  between  nations,  the 
elimination  of  national  bound^ies,  the  creation  of  an  inter¬ 
national  union  of  capital,  and,  in  general,  of  international 
economy,  politics,  science,  etc.  The  two  trends  comprise  the 
essence  of  the  global  law  governing  capitalism.  The  former  is 
dominant  during  the  early  stage  of  development,  and  the  lat¬ 
ter  characterizes  the  mature  phase  -  capitalism  changing  into 
a  socialist  society.  The  Marxist  national  program  takes  both 
trends  into  account.**  (Works,  Vol,  XX,  page  11 ), 

The  development  of  capitalism  inevitably  leads  to  the 
creation  of  nations,  establishes  national  life  and  feelings, 
and  results  in  a  struggle  agairist  any  national  oppression.  It 
creates  a  trend  toward  the  creation  of  a  national  state.  This 
is  evidenced  by  the  history  of  the  entire  national  movement,  and 
^  particular  by  the  current  struggle  of  colonial  and  semi-colon¬ 
ial  peoples  against  imperialism#  Many  new  independent  states 
have  been  established  since  the  Second  World  War  as  a  result 
of  the  defeat  of  German  fascism  and  Japanese  militarism,  the 
establishment  of  a  world  socialist  System,  the  victory  of  na¬ 
tional-colonial  revolutions,  arid  the  breakdown  of  the  imperi¬ 
alist  colonial  system.  These  include  the  Chinese  and  Korean 
People's  Republics^  the  Vietnamese  People's  Republic,  the  in¬ 
dependent  Republics  of  India,  Indonesia  and  Burma,  Pakistan, 
the  A^ab  states,  and 'the  republics  of  African  peoples. 
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As  early  as  1914  Lenin  wrote;.  "National  movements  did 
not  first  develop  in  Russia  nor  were  they  especially  typical  of 
it.  All  over  the  world  the  eppch  of  the  complete  victory  of  cap¬ 
italism  over  feudalism  was  linked  with  national  movements.  The 
economic  basis  for  these  movements  was  the' fact  that  total  sue- • 
cess  in  goods  production  demanded  that  the  bourgeoisie  find  a 
domestic  market,  have  a  state  with  a  united  territory  and  a  pop¬ 
ulation  speaking  a  single  language,  eliminate  all  hindrances  to 
the  development  of  that  language,  and  promote  its  literary  re¬ 
inforcement.  ,  ■ 

".....the  establishment  of  national  states  which  are  best 
able  .to  meet  these  requirements  of  modern  capitalism  therefore 
constitutes  a  trend  pursued  by  each  and  every  aational  movement.  ' 
All  major  economic  factors  lead  in  that  direction,  and  for  the 
whole  Western  Europe  -  as  a  matter  of  fact  for  the  entire ^civil¬ 
ized  world  -  the  national  state  is  typical  of  and  normal  in  the 
capitalist  period."  (Ibid,  pages  36S-369).  Recognizing  this 
phenomenon,  Lenin’s  program,  apart  from  demanding  full  equality 
for  every  citizen  regardless  of  language  or  nationality,  called 
for  the  right  of  self determination  and  the  right  to  separate  and 
form  its  own  state  for  each  nation. 

In  discussing  this  same  trend,  Lenin  expressed  himself  as 
firmly  opposed  the  theory  and  program  of  cultural-national  auto¬ 
nomy,  which  denies  nations  the  right  of  political  selfdetermina- 
tion,  i.o.  the  right  to  separate  and  form  their  own  national 
states,  Lenin  stressed  the  fact  that  the  demand  for  the  right 
of  separation,  without  which  the  internationalist  education  of 
the  masses  in  dominating  nations,  for  oppressed  nations  docs 
not  imply  that  we  urge  such  separation.  It  is  only  that  we 
systematically  and  unwaveringly  adhere  to  the  principle  of  equal¬ 
ity  and  democracy  in  nations  in  the  establishment  of  separate 
states,  Lenin  based  his  conclusions  on  the  fact  that  when  those 
principles  are  implemented,  the  majority  of  previously  oppressed 
nations  will  not  want  to  separate,  but  to  live  in  union  with  e- 

qual  nations.  .  iu 

In  defending  the  principle  of  democratic  centralism  in  the 

organization  of  the  national  and  multinational  state,  Lenin  de¬ 
monstrated  that  it  does  not  at  all  limit  local  freedom,  initia¬ 
tive,  and  independent  action  in  the  resolution  of  local  problems. 
It  is  therefore  in  complete  harmony  with  the  pr^ciple  of  terri¬ 
torial  national  autonony.  It  is  a  principle  which  guarantees 
the  freedom,  equality  and  democracy  of  all  nations.  Rather  than 
hindering  their  free  action  or  rights,  it  aids  them  in  their 
overall  development. 

In  a  letter  to  S,  G,  Shaunyan  written  in  1913  Lenin  ex¬ 
plained;  ^'Autonomy  is  our  plan  for  the  establishment  of  a  demo- 
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cratic  stat^ ; ^  Separation  is 'not  our  plan •  =  We  do  not  advocate 
it  at  all#  In  general,  we  oppose  it,  Howevei*,  we  stand  for 
the : r|ght  to  Separate  thinking .  This  applied  .to  the  reaction¬ 
ary  bdlievers  in  Great  Russian  hatioh'alism,  for  example,  al¬ 
though  it  damaged  the  cause ; of 'national  coexistence ,  Sometimes  , 
closer  relationships  may  result  after  a  free  separation:]!^; 

(Works,  Voli  19.,  pages  453-454)  •  -  o’ 

'  bn  this  basis,  Lenin  adamantly  opposed -theoproject  of  fed¬ 
eration  in  terms  of  the  conditions  pervailing  in  the  bourgeois- 
landowners*  Russia#  However,  as  is  generally  known,  he  did  ac¬ 
cept  it  as  a  .transitional  form  during  the  establishment  of .the 
multinational  socialists  state.  In  the  letter  to  Shaumyan  quot¬ 
ed  above  he  also  wrote:  ;  "In  prinoiplei^  we  oppose  federation/-, 
it  weakens  economic  relations,  and  is  an  unsuitable  form  for  a 
single  state#  You  wish  to  separate?  Be  damned,  then,  df  you 
will  forsake  economic  relationships,  or  rather,  if  oppression 
and  friction  within  the  "cohabitation"  system  are  such  that  they 
harm  those  relationships,"  (Ibid>  page  453), 

Lenin  acknowledged  the  validity  of  federation  lander ^cap¬ 
italist  conditions,  "but  only  under  certain  terms s  with  democra¬ 
cy  systematically  implemented  within  the  federation#  - 

.  a  type  of  state,  national  or  multinational, 

in  which  the  maximum  freedom,  democracy  and'  equality  have  been 
guaranteed  for  all  nationalities,  since  only  on  such,  a  basis  can 
friendly  cooperation  and  progress  come  about,  Lenin  frequently  . 
pointed  out  the  fact  that  in  principle  Marxism  opposes  separati^, 
and  that  it  cannot  support  a  movement^  including  national  react¬ 
ionary  movements,  when  they  conflict  with  the  interests  of  the 
working  people  and  the  international  revolutionary  workers*,  move¬ 
ment,  or  the  will  of  the  working  people  of  the  nation. 

The  program  and  policies  implemented  by  the  party  of  the  . 
proletariat  in  the  field  of  national  relationships  oh  the  basis 
of  Lenin’s  theories  proved  excellent.  This  was  because  dhey  em¬ 
body  the  two  trends  in  capitalism  on  the.  national  question 
their  contradictory  unity, 

Marx  and  Engels  described  these  two  trends.,  in  the  Commun¬ 
ist  Party  Manifesto#,  ilenin  made  an  original  contribution  to  the 
study  of  this  problem,  as  follows:  first,  he  demonstrated. that 
the.  contradictory  internal  relation  between  the  two  trends  is  the-^ 
result^ of  the  general  law  governing  capitalist  development  in  terms 
of  national  relationships Secondly,  he  worked  out  the  specific 
nature  of  the  development  of  these  trends  in  the  imperialist  epoch# 
Third,  he  drafted  a  Party  program  on  the  basis  of  these  trends,  as 
regards  the  problem  of  nations#  This  formed  the  foundation  for  a 
national  policy  of  the  Marxist  Party  for.uso  in  the  new  epoch,  and 
indica'bed  the  importance  of  taking  these  trends  into  account  in 
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th©  pursuance  of  a  proletarian  policy  with  a  view  to  impleinent-  ■ 
ing  the  victory  of  thh  socialist  revolution  and  the  construction 
of  socialism  and  comunism.  ^  ■ 

'  The  general-  law -^bveyning  capitalist  riational  relations 
as  worked  out  by  tehih  ghve -t^^  Party  more. pcbiound  and  ejqjand-  . . 
ed  grounds  for  its  fight  against  all  types  of  bourgeois  nation¬ 
alism  and  for  proletarian  internationalism. 

Lenin  set  forth  the'theory  of  the  trend  toward  interna¬ 
tionalizing  the  economy,  political  and  cultural  life,  especial¬ 
ly  during  the  imperialist  epoch.-  .He  proved  repeatedly  that  cap¬ 
italism,  restrained  by  national  boundaries,  establishes  inter-  .  . 
national  trusts,  banks,  a  world  economy  and  a  world  market.  , 

He  also  believed  that  a, national  and  multinational  state  , 
were  typical  of  capitalism,  i.e.  corresponded  to  its  economic 
bases.  Is  there  not  a  logical  contradiction  in  this  theory? 

Not  at  all.  ;The’point  is  that  the  internationalization 
of  economic  life  in  the  capitalist  epoch  takes  place  under  the 
reactionary,  compulsory  systems ' of  colonial  enslavement,  enslave¬ 
ment,  and  exploitation  of  the  people.  The  Marxist-Leninist  strug¬ 
gle  is  not  opposed  to  efforts  to  internationalize  economic,  poli¬ 
tical  and  cultural  life,  but  against  the  compulsory  and  reaction¬ 
ary  means  of  so  doing  under  capitalism.  Imperialism,  social- 
chauvinism,  reformism  and  centerism  in  the .Second  International 
and  in  modern  revisionism  tend  to  whitewash  these  forms  and  sup-  . 
port  colonialist  policies. 

History  has  shown  that  the  multinational  bourgsois  states 
develop  either  as  colonial  empires,  if  highly  developed  capital¬ 
ist  countries,  and  perpetuate  backwardness,  feudalism,  and  slav¬ 
ery  in  their  coiohies,  which  are  centers  of  national  and  racial i 
oppression;  or  they  themselves  are  such  backward,  feudal  penr- 
tens.  An  exanqjle  of  the  latter  cape  was  czarist  Russia, . as  were 
.the  Austro-Hungarian  and  Turkish  Empires. 

On  the  other  hand,  facts  show  that  the  best  developed 
states  in  Europe  which  are  free  from  national  oppression  were 
national  states. 

.  .  Wo  can  see  that  the  numerous  recently  created  people's 

states  in  Asia  and  Africa,  which  are  free  of  the  colonial  yoke,  , 
are  generally  national  states.  Of  course,  there  are  exceptions. 
The  most  important  of  these  is  multitribal  and  multinational  In¬ 
dia.  This  is  e:;^lainod  by  the  fact  that  its  peoples  have  lived 
in  close  conjunction,  linked  by  close  economic,  political  sud 
cultural  ties  and  historical  traditions  for  thousands  of  years,  ■; 
and  have  striven  for  unity. 

:  The  division  of  the  old  India  into  the  new  India  and 
Pakistan  on  the  basis  of  religion  was,  naturally,  a  reactionary 
one,  as  it. inflamed  religious  passions,  dulled  the  plass  con- 
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Bciousness  of  the  working  people,  nhd  hindered  the  struggle  they 
were  waging  against  ixaperialism  and  feudalism. 

Because  of  bourgeois  ideology  fmd^pdiiticsi  the  two  capit¬ 
alist  trends  on  the  national,  questibh  alre  ofiehted  toward  ah  ir¬ 
reconcilable  contradiction  which  fijids  its  distorted  expression 
in  state  chauvinism,  cdsmopolitanisiij  Racism,  notions  of  world 
domination  on  the  one  hand  and  the  promotioh  of  nationalism  for 
oppressed  nations  on  the  other.  ^  '  '  '  ' 

‘ 'If  the  ideology'of  State  chauvinism  and  racism  -  the  belief 
in  world  dCmihatibn  by  a  •’Superidr  race't  or  natipn  land  the  Con¬ 
cept  of  the  inequality  of  raceSy  ijHich  prbvide  the  ground  for  na¬ 
tional-colonial  bppressibn  -  is  unquestionably  reactionary,  Lenin 
saw  in  the  natibnal  aspirations  of  oppressed  Nations  an  objective  - 
progressive  aspect  in  the'boUrgebis-democratic  struggle  for  na¬ 
tional  independence  add  freedom  frOm  imperialism.  '  3.  ■  " 

Marxism-Leninism  fsprors^ this  Struggle,  but  simiultaneously 
pursues  Its  task  of  frebihg  the  masses  from  the  influehce  of  any 
nationalism  Which  would  dim  the  class  conScioUsness’ of  the  Work-' 

;  Bourgebis  nationali^  and  proleterian  internationalism  are 
two  directly  contradictory  and  irreconcilable  programs  -  two  dif¬ 
fering  policies  as  regards  the  national  question, 'The  ideology* of 
Marxist-Leninist^belief s  oh  ’prCletarian  nationalism  are  founded 
and  surpass  bourgeois  concepts  bh  natiOheilism  prihcipally  On  the 
basis  of  the  decisive  and  crucial  significance'  of ■ class  contra¬ 
dictions,  antagbnismS  ahd  intbre’sts  in  ary  Sbcinl  movement  in  a 
class  society,  including  natibnalist  movements i  * 

Marxism,  which  is  irreconcilable  with  nationalism,  is  "pure, 
refined,  civilized,  and  just,"  ' 

"The  nationalist  principlQ,  historically  speaking,  is  in¬ 
evitable  in  a  bourgeois  society,"  wrote  Lbnin^  "And  in  analyzing 
such  a  society,  Marxism  acknowledges  the  historical  necessity  for 
such  a  movement.  Hobe'ver,  so  that  this  recognitibn;  will  not  be  con¬ 
fused  with  an  apology  for  nationalism,  it  ShouLd  be  Strictly  limit¬ 
ed  to  approval  of  the  progressive  aspects  of  such  movements.  It  ' 
should  not  result  in  the  clbuding  of  the  proletarian  mind  with  bour¬ 
geois  ideology."  (Works,  ?01.  XX,  page  IB),' 

Kie  struggle  of  the  masses  against  national  nppressionj  a- 
gainst  cblonijjlism"  and  against ‘iji^eriaiism  is  Without  a  doubt  a 
progressivo  phenomenon.  It  is  the  duty  of^t^^  proletariat  to  aid 
the  people  in  ridding  themselves  of  all^national  oppression  in  the 
interests  of  its  own  class  struggle.  This  ^latter  battle  is  hin¬ 
dered  and  clouded  by  national  bickering  resulting  from  national 
oppression  and  inequality.  Hence  it  is  the  absolute  duty  of  Marx¬ 
ists  to  promote  systematic  and  striot  democracy  in  dealing  With  * 
all  a^ects  of  the  national  queStiOHi  But  the  support  of  nation- 
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ist  prejudices,  division  or  a  lack  of  faith  oxiong  the  working  peo¬ 
ple  of  various  nations  would  constitute  taking  a  nationalist  stand. 

.Bourgeois-reformist  thboreticians,' analyze  the  national  ques¬ 
tion  as  a  matter  a|jart  from  social  problems  -  as  ah  independent 
problem  isolated  from  the  economic  and  political  regime,  the  nature 
of  the  state  authority,  and  class  Relationships.  This  abstract- 
idealistic  concept  of  the  question,  which  they  claim  is  "classless" 
or  "above-class",  is  entirely  inconsistent  with  a  .scientific  view¬ 
point.  Politically,  this  constitutes  hypocrisy,  a  kind  of  sleight- 
of-hand,  There  is  not,  and  nevOr  could  be,  in  a  class  society,  a 
single  program  in  regard  to  the  national  question  which  would  fail 
to  promote  the  interests  of  one  class  or  another, 

•Each  class  has  its  own  concept  and  proposed  solution  to  the 
national  problem,  which  naturally  serve  the  interest  of  that  class. 

Now,  however,  the  question  of  which  class  has  interests  which 
coincide  or  correspond  with  those  of  the  majority  in  a  nation  during 
a  given  historical  epoch  or  at  a  given  moment,  and  which  has  inter¬ 
ests  in  conflict  With  those  of  the  majority  or  the  national  as  a 
whole  is  another  matter. 

.  Lenin,  in  his  article  "The  National  Pride  of  the  Great  Rus¬ 
sians,"  written  in  1914,  demonstrated  that  "The  interests,  not  to 
bo  confused  with  the  indomitable  pride,  of  the  Great  Russians, 
coincide  with  the  SOcieilist  interests  of  the  Great  Russian  (and 
all-  others)  proletariat,"  and  that  it  is  the  landowners  and  cap¬ 
italists  who  deride  and  sell  out  the  true  interests  of  the  nation  ■ 
and  the  motherland^  While  their  social-chauvinist  supporters  and 
flunkeys  not  only  are  traitors  to  the  motherlrjid  but  to  the  pro¬ 
letarian  brotherhood  of  nations  as  well,  i.e,  the  cause  of  social¬ 
ism  the  world  bvor.  Stressing  the  progressive,  and  even  revolu-  ' 
tionary  role  played  by  the  bourgeoisie  and  capitalism  in  estab¬ 
lishing  large,  progressive  nations  free  of  th©  oppression -of  feud¬ 
al  monarchy,  during  the  period  of  bourgeois-democratic  revolutions 
and  national  liberation  movements  in  Europe  and  later  in  Asia, 

Lenin  also  showed  that  the  monopolistic  bourgeoisie  in  the  prin- 
:  cipal  capitalist  countries  and  in  the  powerful  states  became  the 
greatest  oppressor  of  colonial  peoples  and  the  world  as  a  whole. 

During  the  imperialist  epoch,  as  Lenin  stated,  there  is  a 
typical  and  characteristic  division  of  the  World  in  general  into 
a  handful  of  imperialist  states  and  dominant  nations  on  the  one 
hand,  and  a  majority  of  oppressed  and  dependent  nations  add 
countries  on  the  other.  This  aspect  of  imperialism,  as  regards 
the  national  question,  is  carefully  overlooked  by  all  the  sup¬ 
porters  of  colonialism,  social  chauvinism,  reformism  and  revi-  , 
sionism,  Thej^  depict  colonial  empires  which  are  centers  of  cru¬ 
el  racial  and  national  oppression  and  eiqjloitation  as  free  soci¬ 
eties  of  nations.  They  continue  to  attack  the  concept  of  nation- 
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al  independence,  sovereignty^  and  free  self determination  for  the 
peoples  of  dependent  countries  and  colonies.  They  regard  nation¬ 
al  sovereignty '-as  an  outdated  concept  contradictory  to  the  "for¬ 
ward  march  of  history" j  ^  the- patriotic  strivings  of  the,  peoples 
for  freedom  and  ihdependence  they  identify  with  nationalism,, 

They: demand  the  establishment  of  "national  federa-tions"  and  "world 
government",  to  he  effected,  naturally,  under:  the  aegis  of  the  im- 
peri£d.ist  states.  Such  arerthe  beliefs  of  the: leaders, of  the  right 
wing  socialists  in  :France,  the  labor! tes  in  England,;  the  reformists 
in  Austria,  and  other  parties  of  the  "Socialist  International". 

The  tremendous  significance  of  Lenin's  program  is  made  even 
more  obvious  under  current  conditions.  This  program  calls  for  the 
total  equality  of  nations,  with  the  right  of  free.. self determination, 
separation,  and.  the  establishment  of  separate  states.  He  who  op¬ 
poses  this  program  is  an.  enemy  of  free  nations,  and  a  deliberate  or 
unwitting  defender  of  iiiperialism.  The  communists  support  all  na¬ 
tional  liberation  movements,  including  those  which;  are  bourgeois,  in¬ 
sofar  as  they  propound  these  ideas.  The  communists : oppose  revision¬ 
ism  and  "national  communism",  whose  advocates  deny;  the  need  for  bat¬ 
tling  to  promote  the  leading  role  of  the  proletariat  in  national  lib¬ 
eration  movements.  Taking  into  account  the  lessons;  of  history  and 
the  present  situation,  they  give  warning:  to  the  working  people  of  the 
fact  that  a  national  bourgeoisie  is  most  unsystematic  and  unstable 
in  defending  the  freedom;  and  independence  of  hations>  and  that  it 
will  conpromise  with  imperialist  and  domestic  reactionary  forces 
which  oppose  the  interests  Of  the  working  people,.  Eor,  this  reason 
the  creation  and  strengthening  of  a  united  national  and  people's 
anti-imperialist  front  does  not  hinder,  but  on  the,  contrary  direct¬ 
ly  embodies,  the  promotion  of  the  proletariat's  leading  role  and 
hegemony.  Such  is  the  general  and  objective  law  which  leads,  all  na¬ 
tions  from  capitalism  and  precapitalist  relationships  to  socialism. 

It  is  only  the  workers  '  class,  which  is  capable  of  continuing, 
systematic  battle  against  oppression  and  e:]q>lpitatipn,  including  na¬ 
tional  Pppression,  which  can  sejrve  as  the  liberator  of  all  nations 
from  the  stifling  rule  of  imperialism  and  capitalism,  and  can  ere-  ■ 
ate  a  society  within  which  there  will,  be,  neither  social  nor  nation¬ 
al  oppression.  ,  This  Marxist-^Leninist  assertion  is;  not  only  a  the¬ 
oretical  view,  but  a  reality  as  well.  It  has;:become  fact  for  the 
more  than  3056  of.  humanity  which  is  constructing  a  new  society, 

Erom  the  Maicctst  point  of  view,  therefore,!  the  national  ques¬ 
tion  must  always  be  regarded  in  a  specific  historioal-dialectical 
light,  i.e.ail  the  (M.alectical  aspects  of  social  development  in 
the  various  epochs  and  countries  must  be  token  into  account  in  terms 
of  the  various  relationships  betweeu  classes  within  a  countiy  and  on 
an  international  level,  inter-relationships  between  nations,  the  de¬ 
velopment  of  class  contradictions  within  nations,  the  level  of  the 
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organization  and  consciousness  of  the  working  masses  iii  various 
nations,  etc.,  etc.  ' 

Marx,  Engels  and  Lenin  all  related  the  solution  of  the 
national  question  to  the  aohievement  Of  a  proletarian  regime, 

They  regarded  the  question  of  nationalities  in  various  countries 
from  the  point  of  view  bf  the  interests  of  the  international 
proletariat  and  the  struggle  for  democracy  and  socialism  the 
world  over. 

In  the  period  of  bourgeois-democratic  revolution j  nation¬ 
al  movements  and  aspirations  formed  a  part  of  those  upsurges. 
During  socialist  revolutions,  however,  national  libera.tion  move¬ 
ments  become  the  objective  allies  of  proletarian  revolution,  and, 
as  a  result,  are  naturally  regarded  by  Marxists  as  a  part  of  the 
world  socialist  movement,  although  almost  all  such  movements  ^ 
were  originally  bourgeois-democratic. 

"  In  1916,  forecasting  the  advance  of  the  epoch  of  world 
socialist  revolution j  Lenin  described  the  national  liberation 
movement  as  a  part  of  the  international  socialist  movement.  It 
was  also  very  clear  to  him  that  such  movements  were  bourgeois- 
democratic  in  nature,  particularly  in  the  colonies,  economical¬ 
ly  backward  countries,  and  peasant  areas  in  the  Orient  with  semi- 
feudal,  semi-patriarchal  and  semi-colonial  structures.  He  stated 
that  socialist  revolution  in  the  imperialist  epoch  constitutes 
an  era  in  itself  which  combines  proletarian  revolutionary  move¬ 
ments  for  the  overthrow  of  the  bourgeoisie  in  developed  capital¬ 
ist  countries,  and  an  entire  series  of  democratic  said  revolu¬ 
tionary  movements  -  including  those  which  are  national  -  liber- 
ational  -  in  nondeveloped,  backward  and  oppressed  countries. 

This  results  from  the  law  of  inequality  of  economic  and  politi¬ 
cal  development  under  capitalism,  especially  during  the  imperi¬ 
alist  epoch,  ■ 

While  the  proletariat  in  the  more  developed  capitalist 
countries  Overthrows  the  bourgeois  and  cuts  off  attempts  at  coun¬ 
terrevolution  to  reestablish  capitalism,  oppressed  nations  do  not 
await  such  strength,  but  take,  advantage  of  the  weakening  of  world 
imperialism  and  the  bourgeoisie  in  various  colonial  states,  and 
overthrow  foreign  colonial  domination  by  a  series  of  t5)risings. 

The  history  of  the  Great  October  Socialist  Revolution  ' 
and  the  entirety  of  the  development  of  the  national  liberation 
movement  in  the  Orient  -  China,  India  and  the  rest  of  Asia  -  as 
well  as  Africa,  has  entirely  confirmed  Lenin’s  brilliant  prog¬ 
nosis.’ 

In  this  regard, .the  possibilities  for  the  transition  of 
peoples  to  socialism  by  skipping  the  difficult  stage  of  capit¬ 
alism,  as  set  forth  by  Lenin,  are  of  extreme  importance  to  the  ■ 
peoples  of  economically  ■ underdeveloped  countries,  who  comprise 
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more  than  half  of  the  population  of  the  globe.  Lenin  enlarged 
on  this  matter  in  his  address  to  the  Second  Congress  of  the  Com¬ 
munist  Internationaii  in  1920.  Ite  stressed  that  "With  the  help 
of  the  proletariat  of  advanced  countries,  others  may  advance 
to  socialism  and  communism  while  bypassing  the  capitalist  stage 
of  development.’?  (Works,  Vol.  XXX  31,  page  219).  Lenin  devel¬ 
oped  this  idea  even  prior  to  the  October  Revolution,  in  1916. 

On  behalf  of  the  Russian  workers’  class  and  people,  he 
stated:"We  will  try  to  render  to  other  peoples,  selfless  cul¬ 
tural  assistahce,  in  the  expressive  phrase  of  the  Polish  Social 
Democrats,  i.e.  to  help  them  initiate  the  use  of  machinery,  to 
facilitate  their  work^,  to  promote  democracy  Mid  the  achievement 
of  socialism."  (Works,' Vol.  XXIIi,  page  55). 

This  wise  foresight  and  the  generous  promise  mode  by  Len¬ 
in  on  behalf  of  the  workers’  class  and  the  Russian  people  were 
transformed  into  reality  and  have  been  implemented  systemati¬ 
cally  and  unceasingly  since  the  earliest' days  of  the  victory  of 
the  Great  October  Revolution.  The  Russian  workers’  class  and 
the  people  as  a  whole  have  provided  tremendous  and  selfless 
political,  economic  and  cultural  aid  to  all;  the  other  peoples 
of  Russia,  especially  the  previously  oppressed  population  of  the 
far  north,  Siberia,  Central  Asia,-  Kazakhstan,  and  the  Caucasus. 
They  have  aided  peoples  living  under  precapi'talist  conditions 
to  develop  their  state,  economy,  and  culture.  They  facilitated 
and  accelerated  their  progress  toward  democracy  and  socialism 
by  means  of  b3?pas sing  the  painful  stage  of  capitalism. 

The;  peoples  of  the;  USSR  have;  rendered  and  are  rendering 
selfless  brotherly  aid  to  all  the  people's  democracies s  the 
Mongolian  People's  Republic >  the  Chinese  People's  Republic,  the 
Korean  People's  Democratic  Republic,  and  the  Vietnamese  Demo¬ 
cratic  Republic  in  the  construction  of  socialism,  the  develop¬ 
ment  of  their  economies,  and  the  strengthening  of  their  freedom 
and  independence.:  It  is  also  a  well-known  fact  that  the  peo¬ 
ples  of  the  USSR  are  providing  enormous  selfless  material,  eco¬ 
nomic  and  cultural  aid  to  the  peoples  of  India,  Indonesia,  Bur¬ 
ma,  Afghanistan,  the  United  Arab  Republic,  Iraq,  Ethiopia  and 
others  in  Asia  and  Africa  who  have  recently  freed  themselves 
from  the  yoke  of  colonialism.  This  aid  has  helped  to  develop 
their  economies,  to  train  cultural  personnel,  and  to  strengthen 
their  political  and  economic  independence. 

The  national  liberation  movements  in  dependent  countries 
and  colonies  which  are  not  yet  free  of  the  yoke  of  imperialism 
are  intensifying  along  with  the  breakdown  of  imperialist  colon¬ 
ial  systems.  The  contradictions  and  national  emtagonisms  with¬ 
in  the  camp  of  the  principal  imperialist  colonialist  states  are 
becoming  more  and  more  acute.  The  establishment  of  the  so- 
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called  "coamon  Europejm  market”  has  as  its  purpose  the  r^ly- 
ih| ' of  imperidlists : against ’ socialism, 'the  workers ’  movemerit 
in’Eufopie,  and  the  liberatioh  mdVemen^  of  the  peoples  in  Asia 
and  Afi'fca*.  Howe^  it  will  IhevitablLy  ^tensify  the  ndtioh- 
al  contradictions  among  the  imperialists  themOe^^  and  will  . 
make  necessary  a  resurgence  of  natiohal  propaganda,  chduyinisci 
and  racism.  These  are  already^  eyidehced  in  the  ragings  of  !the 
fa:scist  revehge-seekere  in  Western  Germany  and  the  reestablish¬ 
ment  of  Nazi  antisemitism  there.  Also »  the  beastly  forms  tsdcen , 
by  the  ideology  and  practices  of  the  advocates  of  racial  op-  ' 
pression  and  discrimination,  which; are  being  implemented  by  the  ' 
ruling  classes  in  the  Union  of  South  Africa  and  the  Southwest- ^ 
ern  Africah  Territory  mandate,  the  Bolgian  ’Congo  'and  the  Brit-, 
ish  colonies  in  Africa,  and  the  racial  discfL’nination  in  thd  . 
attituda'towards  the  millions  of  Negroes  in  the  USA  are  well- 
known.  All  of  these  make  it  necessaiy  fOr  us  to  intensify  ,'6ur 
efforts  to  lay  bare  colonial,  racist,  chauvinist  and  hation^ 
istic  ideoiogy,  and  to  propagandizo  the  ideology  of  proletari¬ 
an  internationali^  arid  friendship  among  peoples,  as  called  for 
in  the  decisions  adopted  by  the  CG  of  the>GPSU  oh  Party  propa¬ 
ganda.,'-;  ■  --i  -- 

III,  i  The  Basic  Tfend  of  Socialism,  in  the  Field 
;■  -of  National  Relations  '  '■ 

Leninist  principles  and  the  program  for  a  national  Party 
policy  have  been  fully  impiemehted  in  the  USSR,  The  right  of 
free  self determination^  including  Separation  and  the  formation 
of  an  indeperideht  national  state;  full  equality  and  freedom  ' 
of  development  for  ail  nations,"  national  and  ethhographic  ^oiips 
and  national  minorities  in  ail  sectors  of  public  life;  and  the 
abolishment  of  all  national  and  national-religious  favoritism  ' 
have  all  been  brought  about.  In  the  process  Of  constructing  so¬ 
cialism,  actual  eeonomic  and  culthral  .equality  among  nations  has 
boon  achieved;  in  place  of  the  old  bbiirgeOis  nations  divided 
into' antagonistic  classes  and  heided  by  the  bourgeoisie  and  its 
nationalist  parties,  new,  socialist  nations  have  deyelopod  and 
flourished  and  have  united  in  a  moholithic  moral-political'  .Urii-  ; 
ty  within  the  socialist  regime',  led  by  .the  workers'  class  and  : 
its  internationalist  Party,  which  educates  ail  working  people 
in  a  spirit  of  proletarian  internationalism,  friendship  among' 
peoples,  and  ^viet  patriotism.  ,  ,  i-  ' .  -  v  f 

:  :  A  people's  cultinre  has  developed  ahd  flourished  the  ; 
USSR,  It  is  national  in  form,  socialist  in  con  tent,  and  inter- ,, 
nationalist  and  all-peoples'  in  basic  tendencies. 

;  The  extreme,  almost  total,  illiteracy  of  tb©  population 
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of  national,  areas  in  the  northern  eastern  p^ts  of  ozarist 
Russia  Bas.  teen  eliminated  in  the  course  of  the  ddvelopaiient  of 
the  .o^twal  reTOlut;i,on.  A  including  atl  levelg  of  edU- 

catibh  yak  estahlished  -wit^^  ynheard  of  speed,  the  national  cul¬ 
tures  of  formerly  oppressed  hations  were  encouraged,  and  numbers 
of  hatibhai  cadres  constituting,  a  sociaiist  ^telligentsia  were 
established.  V  The  sbcialist  . nations  of  the  tJSSR  became  the  most 
educated  and  cultwed  nations  in  the  yorld.  in 

Januj^  i955,>  there  were  IS  \inivdr^^  ^aduates  and  263.  gradu¬ 
ates  of,  seQondWy  and  junior  secondly  schools  peif  :lpo6  popula¬ 
tion  .^ih'’;^e,US^Rj  19  and  J?63'  respectiybly  in  the^^'R^  17  and 

286  theito  21  i^d  in  Azerbaijanj  2l  and  344  in 

Latvial  21  and  .304  in  .Estb^  28  and  289  in  Armenia}  and  38 
and  31$  _ih  Georgia,  The  ByeiorusSianj^  .Cossack,  Uzbeck,  Idthu- 
aniani  ^Moldavian,.  KirgMz,  TadzM^  and  Turkmen  SSh‘ s  lag  some¬ 
what  behind  in  secondary  and  higher  education,'  bat  even  here,  the 
level  ejcceeds  that  ih  foreign  Coyntnies,  hot  only  ih  the  Orient,, 
byt'in  EUrbpe  as  Well,  Fiat^  speed  of  the  education¬ 

al  upsurge  is  amazing*  VBbtyeen:  1939'  and  I959,  the  number  of 
secondary  school  graduates  per  1000  poptiiation  in  the  USSR  and 
the  RSFSR  increased  to  a  total  of  340^  of  the  number  in  the 
former  year.  That  in  the  Ulcrainian  SSR  increased  to  310^  of  the 
earlier  figure}  that  in  ^elorussia  to  330^5  i“  Moldavia  - 
460^}  the  Tadzhik  SSR  -  800/4}  the  UZbeck  SSR  -  600^;  and  the 
Kirghiz  -  m,orQ  .than  700^.  ,  .  .  .  ■ 

.  Dtcrihg  this  same  period,  the  number  tC  .hniversity  graduates 
increasedr  to  300^  of  the  earlier  figure  in  USSR}  330/2  in  the 
Moldavian  SSR}  ,  Turkmen  S^}  SOOjto  in  the  Tadzhik  SSR} 

and,  650^  in  the  .Lithuahian  , and  Kirghiz  SpRs  J 
'yp  ;.  in  the  cultural  sector ,j  the'  USSR  is  implementing  a  law  on 
the’ systematic  and .proportibhate  deyelopment'  and  gradual  equal- 
izatibn  ef  the  general  bultural  level  and  standard  in  ell  nations 
on  ths  . basis  of  aid  to  backward  nations'  Such  that  they  may  at¬ 
tain,  the  level  oi  thb.se  better  developed  and  more  'advanced.  This 
lay  is  being  ,cpnscientib.uSly  applied.  This  process  is  also  being 
carried  out  throtighbut  the  spcialist  camp  in  connection  with  the 
gradual  equalization  of  their  econbcdc  development*  For  example, 
industrial  production  had  inbreased  by  1958  to  more  than  250^  of 
the  pi’ewar  output  m  t^  German  DerQocrqtic  Republic,  330^ 

Czechoslovakia,' almost  40p^  .in  Rumania,  more  than  400^2  in  Hun¬ 
gary,  more=  than  550^  in  Polaiid,  apprbxiiaately  90052  in  Bulgaria, 
1,800^  in  Albania,  1,000^  (in  eight  years)  in  China,  and  350^ 
in  .the,  Korean  People • S  Pembcrhtic  Republic,  dsspite  the  serious 
destructiCh  due'  to  War  and  f  oreign  Interventibn,  (See  Extra¬ 
ordinary  Twenty-first  CpngreSs  of  the  CFSU,, ‘Stenographic  Report, 
Vol,  I,  page  67)',  Such  ah  equalization  in  economics  (and  later 
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in  cultural  development)  is  ic^ossible  under  the  conditions  in 
a  capitalist  system,  where  the  law  of  uneven  ecbndmic  and  poli-  ■ 
ti cal  development)  the  law  nf  maximum  exploitation  of  superprof¬ 
its  from  cblbhies,  the  law  of  bourgeois  cbmpetition,  colonial  ■ 
and  national  domination  and  Oppression,  subjection  and  ei^lolt*  ■ 
ation  of-'some  countries  by  others  are  operative.  The  peoples  '  ' 
of  the  IfSSR,  previously  oppressed,  deprived  of  their  rights, 
existing  like  animals  under  patriarchal  precapitalist  relation¬ 
ships,  and  fated  by  the 'boitrgebis  lohdowhers*  regime ;t0  'pover¬ 
ty,  hunger,  disease,  ignorance',  illiteracy  and  oblivion,  have  • 
experienced  rebirth  into  a  new  and  happy  life,  fhey  rapidly  |  ' 
created  a  national  state,  a  socialist  economy  and  industi^^,  a' 
socialist  intelligentsia  and  a  socialist  pul ture.  On  this  bas¬ 
is,  the  greht  and  brotherly  Leninist  friendship,  between  the  peo¬ 
ples  of  the  irSSR  has  flourished.  It  whs’  in  the  USSR  that  the  '  - 
Leninist  prihcipies  of  proletarian  internationalism  praotically 
embodied  in' the  Leninist  program  for  resolving  the  national  ■/  ' 
question  fihst  emerged  victorious.  ■ 

In  connection  with  the  victory  Of  socialism  in  ^the  USSR 
and  the  creation  of  a  world  socialist  system,  the  problem  of  the 
basic  pbliby  to  be  pursued  under  socialism  as  regards  national  ; 
relations  Of  course  arises.  It  naturally  reqiiires  profound, 
specif ic  and  thorough  research.  Here  we  can  only  set  f Orth  the 
general  outline  as  pixjpounded  by  Lenin.  In.  his  works  he  many 
times  emphasized  the  fact  that  the  purpose  Of  socialism  is  hot 
only  the  liberation,  Voluntory  luiion  and  rapprochement,  but  alsO 
the  merger,'  of  all  nations  into  a  united  communist  society.  As 
the  abolishment  of  classes  and  class  differences  mcy  lead  human¬ 
ity^  thrOugh  a  transitional'  period,  to  achieve  the  dictatorship 
of  the  proletariat,  "the  transitional  period  too,  through  the 
total  liberation  of  Oppressed  nations)  i.e;  their  free  separa-  - 
tion,  will  lead  to  an  inevitable  merger  among  all  nations." 
(Works,  voi.'-mi,  page  136). "  .  ’ 

Thus  the  freedom  from  and  separation  of  one 'Hation  from  - 
another  may  lead  to  a  merger  of  thOse  nations.  This  Seems  to 
many' who  have  become  aCcustomed  tO  thinking  in.  a 'formalistic-  j  '- 
logical  manner  as  a  logical  contradiction/  or  even  'a  paradox. 
However,  Such  is  the  dialectical  truth  in  the  historical  deVel- 
Opment  of  liations.  In  reality,  there  is  no  other  egress  from’  the 
compulsory  unification  of  nations  under ' capitalism ‘ and  ii^erial* 
ism  except  voluntary  unification  on  the  basis  of  full  eqUaiity- 
bf  rights  and  actual  equal  status  under  socialism. 

The  tendency  toward  the  internatipnalization  of  economic 
life  dominant  in  the  imperialist  epoch .in  fact  means  the  Oppres¬ 
sion  and  exploitation  of  one  country  by  another,  colonial  plun-' 
dering  and  seizure, /the  .striving  of  "Civilized"  nations  to  dom¬ 
inate  "uncivilized"  Countries,  the  suppression  of  freedom,  sov¬ 
ereignty  and  peoples*  independence,  and-. of  their  efforts  toward 
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nation^  consolidation  and  the  estahlishiaent  of.  national  states. 
Henco.  the  development  of  contradictory  trends  toward  the , elimin¬ 
ation  of  compulsory  fprms  of  imperialist  ’’unification'^  of  peoples 
is  -ineyitable.  This  trend  has  been  oa  the  increage  since  the  vic¬ 
tory  of  the  socialist  revolution  ih  the  USSR  aed  the,  establish¬ 
ment  of ,  a  world  socialist  system,  .^.■^he  struggle  between  those  two 
contra<iietpry  and  irreconcilable -trends  is  inherent  , th  the  history 
of  establishment  and  existenoe  of  all  colonial  empires.  It  is 
precisely  this  which  leads  to  the  breakdown  of  these  empires  and 
the  entire  colonial  imperialist  system.  In  its  place  separate 
and  independent  nations  and  national  states  arise. 

Thus  current  events  entirely  confirm  Lenin's  theory  of 
the  finevitability:  of  the  period  of  transition  to  full  liberty 
for  all  oppressed  nations’!  leading  to  a  complete  merger., 

;  .Socialism  entirely  elpiihates  social  and,  ihational  oppres¬ 
sion,  [and  thus  provides  full  freedom  for  the  widest,;scope  of  free 
development,  awakening  and  atrengthening  fpr  all  nationalities 
and  nations  which  were ; oppressed  under  capitalism.  Consequently, 
in  the  early  period  of  the  existence  of  the  total;  world  social¬ 
ist  system,  there  will  be  a  trend  toward  the  establishment  of  na¬ 
tions  which  have  not  been  able  tP , take , complete  form  under  capit¬ 
alism,  This  phenomenon  we  have-  seen  already  in  .the,'  exaDq>ie  pro¬ 
vided-  by  the  USSR.;  It  is  now  taking  place  in  China  and  other  Ori¬ 
ental  coTuntries.  However,  these  processes,  are  based  on  a  new, 
socialist  foundatipn^  and  new  socialist  nations  -striving  not  for 
separation  but  for  voluntary  ■unification  are  emergihg. 

The  basic  and  principal  trend  in  socialism  and  socialist 
nations  from  the  time,  of  their .establishment  is  a  tendency  toward 
voluntary  rapprochement  and  brotherly  collaboration  on  the  basis 
of  the  principles  of  proletarian  internationalism. 

<  .The  development  and;  prosperity  of  socialist  nations,  and 
their  cultures  rests  on  the  foundation  of  an  ever-increasing  rap¬ 
prochement  and  brotherly  collaboration  among  them  in  all  fields  of 
life.  Forjj-tbis  reason  it  is  wrong  to  view  this  prosperity  and 
rapprochement  as  two  separate  or.  conflicting  trends,  or  as  aspects 
which  may  contradict  one-  another,:  In  reality,  'the  true  contra¬ 
diction  arising  from  these  phenomena  xinder  socialism  is  caused 
by  the  remnants  of  capitalism  in  the  national  relations  sector  - 
the  rempants  of  bourgeois  nationalism,  cosmopolitanism,  and  state 
chauvinism.  ,  , " 

It  is  these  very  vestiges  and  their  ’’carriers"  who  are  out 
of  step  with  the  general  systematic  and  progressive  processes  of 
rapprochement  between  socialist  nations  and  the  partial  processes 
of  voluntary  merging  between -small  nations,  tribes,  ethnographic 
and  nctionjai,  groups,  into  large,  progressive  socialist  nations. 

By  idealizing  all  of  the  past,  including  its  backward;  aspects,  by 


defending  all  national  peci^iarities  including  presocialiat  forms 
and  social  relationships,  the  supporters  of  these  yestigesofna- 
tionalisia  hot  only  hinder  the  rapprocheiiaent  between  thoir  natiphs 
and  others,  but  also  their  Internal  developjaent  and  prosperity. 
Those  who  display  remnahtsoPf  state ‘ chauvinism  fan  to  a  flame, 
the  remnants  of  local  nationalism; 

Hence  the  necessity  for  combatting  all  capitalist  remnants 
in  the  field  of  national  relationships  as  Well ’as  remnants  of  na- 
tionalisra,  ‘and  the  need  for  educating  the  working  people  of  all  ■ 
nations  in  a  spirit  of  socialist  patriotism  and  internationalism. 

The  peoples  of  the  USSR  have  entered  into  a  period  of  ex¬ 
panded  construction  of  communism  -  an  era  of  fvirther  rapproche¬ 
ment  and  prosperity  for  socialist  nations  in  all  the  branches  of 
economic,  political  and  cultural  life.  The  task  to  be  performed 
in  Soviet  social  sciences  is  the  study  of  these  processes,  the 
'clarification  of  the  future  potential  for  the  development  of  na¬ 
tional  relations  on  the  basis  of  the  construction  of  socialism 
and  communism.  The  economic  foundation  for  these  processes  is 
the  public  ownership  of  the  production  tools,  socialist  produc¬ 
tion  relations,  and  a  conscientious  and  systematic  increase  in 
and  development  of  socialist  distribution  of  labor  among  the  na¬ 
tional  socialist  republics'.  On  subh  a  basis  the  mutual  exchahge 
of  information  between  nations  and  the  mutual  enrichment  of  their 
.  •cultvu'os  and  languages  will  develop  increasingly. 

■  The  process  of  partial  voluntary  mergers  among  small  ethno¬ 
graphic  groups,  tribes  and  hations  with  larger  socialist  nations 
will  intensify  even  further.  There  is  no  doubt  that  the  tendency 
toward  a  rapprochement  between  closely  related  languages,  and  ev¬ 
en  their  cbmbination  and  standardizUtion,  as  a  result  of  expanded 
communications  between  the  users  and  developers  of  these  languages, 
,  will  progress.  The  great  progressive  importance  of  the  Russian 
language' as  a  means  of  international  cOramunications  among  the  peo¬ 
ples  Of  the  USSR  ahd  in  the  promotion  of  their  culture  develop¬ 
ment  will  become  even  greater,  .  ’ 

Data  in  the  1959  all-unioh  census  indicates  the  nature  of 
these  pfocosses  which  are  occurring  under  our  very  eyes.  For  ex¬ 
ample,  Russian  is  considered  their  native  language  by  10,2  mil¬ 
lion  people  of  ther  than  the  114,4  million  of  Russian  national¬ 
ity  (of  which  99.8^  considered  it  their  native  tongue).  This 
means  that  the  Russian  language  is  not  for  them  merely  a  means 
of  international  commmication>  but  a  basib  tool,  the  means  for 
their  cultural,  and  creative  developikent.  The' partial  process  of 
the  merger  of  nations  in  terms  of  language  is  especially  inten¬ 
sive  among  small  ethnographic  groups  and  nationalities  which  do 
not  inhabit  a  given  territory  in  a  compact  group,  but  are  scat¬ 
tered  over  other  larger  nations.  For  example,  only  16,5^  of  the 
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KaraiBi,  20,B%  of  tho  Jevis,  22, 3&  of  the  Aleutians,  and 
of  the  Izhortsy  consider  the  original  tongue  of  their  nations 
as  their  native  language.  About  4Q;»  of  the  gypsies  and  Finns, 

39%  of  the  Bashkirs,  30^.  of  the  Saanis,  28/^  of  the  Karelians, 

22^  of  the  Mordovians  and  l8/§  of  the  Evenians  consider  the  lan¬ 
guage  of  their  nations  as  their  native  tongue,  The  mastery  of 
the  tongue  of  another  nation  as  their  native  language  is  prac¬ 
ticed  by  national  groups  as  large  as  the  Belorussians,  of  whom 
l6yo  do  soj  the  Ukrainians  -  13% J  the  Tartars  -  about  8%j  the 
Letts  -  about  5%5  tho  Uzbecks,  Azerbaijani,  Cossacks,  Armeni¬ 
ans,  Georgians,  and  Lithuanians  -  2,3  to  1,3%|  and  the  Russians- 
0,2%,  These  processes  of  partial  merger  in  terms  of  language 
are  indications  of  the  deeper  and  more. extensive  processes  of 
rapprochement.between  nations  within  the  fields  of  economics, 
politics,  and  culture,  and  of  the  socialist  community  of  their 
psychological  backgrounds,  which  reflects  the  comon  socialist 
nature  of  their  lives. 

These  are  progressive  processes  which  demand  concrete  stu^. 

The  transition  towards  communism  will  be  effected  more  or 
loss  simultaneously  by  all  the  epuhtries  in  the  world  socialist 
system  in  accordance  with  the  law  governing  the  systematic  equal-i- 
ization  of  the  economic  and  cultural  levels  of  all  countries. 

This  law  is  in  direct  contradiction  to  that  governing  the  uneven 
economic  and  political  development  of  the  various  countries  in 
the  capitalist  world,  which  permits  the  speedy  development  of  cer¬ 
tain  countries  at  the  osponse  of  others  (especially  backward  and 
dependent  countries  and  colonies).  It, condemns  the  majority  of 
the  countries  within  the  capitalist . system  to  an  ever  increasing 
lag  in  progress. 

The  establishiaent  pf  a  world  socialist  system  has  led  to 
the  emergence  and  increasing  development  of  the  international 
socialist  distribution  of  labor  and  cooperation  between  industry 
in  the  various  countries  within  the  system.  This  links  the  peoples, 
their  countries,  and  the  peoples'  economies  in  a  cohesive  unit. 
Rather  than  damage  to  any  one  of  them,  mutual  benefits  for  each  of 
them  and  for  the  system  as  a  whole  are  derived. 

As  is  well-known,  the  tendency  toward  the  establishment  of 
a  united  world  economy  emerged  under  capitalism,  especially  in 
the  imperialist  opochi  The-national  economies  were  essentially 
transformed  into  links  in  tho  world  capitalist  economy,  and  na¬ 
tional  capitelist  markets,  became  links  in  the  world  capitalist 
market.  However,  the  desperate  coepotitive  battles  which  occur 
between  capitalist  countries,;,  on  , the  world  capitalist  market  in 
particular,  are  common  knowledge.  This  is  to  say  that  private 
capitalist  property,  which  creates  competition  and  anarchy  in 
production,  separates  not  only  individuals  but  also  nations,  and 
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creates  the  "national  ogotisra"  upon  which  the  "national  coninu- 
nist"  ideologists  dwell. 

The  public,  socialist  ownership  of  the  moans  of  produc¬ 
tion  eliminates  competition  and  productional  anarchyi  It  re¬ 
quires  tho  planned  dovolopmont  of  production  on  a  state  level, 
and,  after  the  world  triumph  of  socialism,  on  a  global  scale. 

In  place  of  bourgeois  competition  with  Its  principle  of 
"strangling  the  weaker  in  order  to  emerge  the  victor",  social-. 
ism  pro.no tes  feompotition  based  on  a  huiianitarian  principle:  "-aid 
the  backward  to  achieve  common  progress.  "  This  is  wholly  con-  ■ 
sistent  with  the  principle  of  proletarian  internationalism  in  the 
relationships  between  socialist  countries. '  Thus  the  public  own¬ 
ership  of  production  tools  unites  entire  peoples,  and  loaves  no  ■ 
room  for  "national  egotism".  The  international  socialist  dis¬ 
tribution  of  labor  and  cooperation  in  industry,  science  and  tech¬ 
nology,  and  mutual  aid  between  socialist  countries,  and  the  ever- 
developing  and  strengthening  cultural  relations  between  them  in¬ 
dicate  a  process  of  rapprochement  and  prospering  of  the  various  . 
nations,  and  tho  establishment  of  the  conditions  necessary  for 
their  complete  merger  in  the  higher  stage  of  communism  following 
the  total  triumph  of  communism  the  world  over.  Lenin  linked  the 
process  of  the  merging  of  nations  with  that  of  the  withering  away 
of  the  state,  and  thus  with  the  elimination  of  state  borders  be¬ 
tween  nations.  Tliis  is  possible  only  on  the  basis  of  the  vic¬ 
tory  of  socialism,  at  least  in  the  majority  of  the  principal 
ccp)italist  countries. 

Lenin  stressed  the  fact  that  state  and  national  differences 
will  persist  long  after  the  victory  of  socialism  on  a  world  scale, 
and  thus  proletarian  internationc2ism  does  not  involve  ignoring 
national  differences  and  poCuliarities  of  various  countries,  but  , 
requires  a  creative  application  Of  the  overall  basic  principles 
of  socialism  and  communism  such  as  to  account  for  them  and  uti-  ■ 
lize  common  principles  properly  to  reconcile  national  and  state 
differences  and  peculiarities. 

Without  such  action  the  struggle  for  the  victory  of  com¬ 
munism  cannot  succeed.  In  complete  hcpordance  with  "i these  Lenin¬ 
ist  teachings,  the  Twentieth  Congress  Of  the  CPSU  included  the  ‘ 
following  in  its  resolution  on  the  report  of  the  CC : 

"Tho  national  policy  of  the  Party  was  and. is  based  bn  the 
Leninist  teaching  to  the  effect  that  not  Only  does  Socialism  not 
eliminate  national  differences  and  peculiarities,  but  on  the  con¬ 
trary  guarantees  the  many-sided  development  and  prosperity  of  the 
economies  and  cultures  of  all  nations  and  peoples.  The  Party 
must  in  the  future  as  has  been  done  in  the  past  consider  care¬ 
fully  these  various  peculiarities  in  the  practical  work  it  does." 
(Twentieth  Congress  of  the  CPSU,  Stenographic  Report,  Vol.  II, 
page  ). 


These  concepts  vere  thoroughly  analyzed  in  the  reports 
presented  by  N.  S.  Khrushchev  at  the  Twentieth  and  Twenty-first 
Congresses,  and  in  many  of  his  other  statements. 

Calling  to  mind  the  legacy  left  by  V,,  I.  Lenin  in  the  field 
of  national  relationships,  Khrushchev  stated  at  the  Twentieth  Con¬ 
gress  of  the.CPSU;  Party  has  succeeded  in  eliminating  the  mu¬ 

tual  mistrust  which,  existed  between  peoples  in  czarist  Russia,  and 
uniting  all  the  peoples  in  the  Soviet  Union  in  ties  of  brotherly 
friendship.  This' was  possible  specifically  because  The  Party  al¬ 
ways  has  devoted  profound  attention  to  their  interests  and  their 
national  peculiarities  and  aspirations,  combining  this  concern 
with  the  education  of  the  working  people  of  all  nationalities  in 
a  spirit  of  socialist  community  and  concern  for  overall  state  in¬ 
terests."  (Ibid,  Vol.  I,  page  87).  On  the  initiative  of  the  Par¬ 
ty,  the  CC,  and  of  N*  S.  Khrushchev  himself,  the  Soviet  state  in 
recent  years  has  expanded  the  rights  of  the  union  republics,  giv¬ 
ing  their  adrainistrations  the  majority  of  the  industrial,  state, 
legal,  administrative,  social  and  cultural  functions  which  were 
previously  imder  Union  supervision,  ^his  has  provided  tremendous 
scope  for  the  initiative  of,  all  the  nations  within  the  USSR.  Ilie 
improvement  of  planned  guidance  of  the  economy  requires  that  the 
economic  potential  and  needs  of  all  republics  and  their  prospect¬ 
ive  economic  and  cultural  -development  be  carefully  taken  into  ac- 
coxant,  and  that  prompt  note' be  taken  of  new  developments  in  the 
lives  of  the  people,  their  new  potentialities  and  needs.  It  must 
always  be  borne  in  mind  in  this  connection  that  the  primary  pre¬ 
requisite  for  successful  development  of  the  country  and  all  the 
republics  therein  is  the  rallying  of  every  effort  of  the  peoples 
in  the  Union;  a  strengthening,  rather  than  a  weakening,  of  the 
principle  of  democratic  centralism  in  the  administration  of  the 
economy;  and  the  combination  of  the  centralization  required  in 
a  large,  planned  socialist,  econony  and  broad  initiative  on  the 
part  of  the  people's  masses  of  all  nations.  This  is  the  most 
important  law  governing  the  development  of  national  relation¬ 
ships  on  the  basis  of  a  socialist  economy.  The  ideological  found¬ 
ation  for  the  strengthening  of  the  brotherly  friendship  between 
peoples  under  socialism  is  £in  organiz  combination  of  socialist 
patriotism  and  internationalism. 

These  concepts  are  being  implemented  by  our  Party  and  by 
the  other  brotherly  communist  parties  in  their  practical  work. 

Thus  increasing  new  successes  are  being  achieved  in  the  struggle 
toward  communism.  The  Seven-Year  Plan  for  the  development  of 
the  people's  economy  calls  for  further  all-sided  economic  and  cul¬ 
tural  upsurge  on  the  part  of  all  peoples  in  the  USSR. 

The  experience  of  the  USSR  in  resolving  the  question  of 
nationalities,  in  organizing  brotherly  collaboration  among  nations, 
in  rallying  friendship  among  various  peoples,  and  in  educating 


'bhsiD  in  a  spirit  of  prolotaxian  internationalism  embodying  the 
great  and  lifegiving  ideas  of  Leninism,  is  being  studied  all  over 
the  world.  This  experience  arms  the  brotherly  communist  parties 
and  peoples  of  other  covintries  for  their  struggle  toward  free¬ 
dom  and  independence,  peace  and  friendship  with  other  peoples. 

Developing  the  Marxist  theory  on  nations,  and  setting  forth 
the  world  law  governing  capitalism  in  the  field  of  international 
relations,  Lenin  provided  the  solid  theoretical  foundation  for  a 
national  program  for  all  Marxist  parties.  He  worked  out  the  pro¬ 
foundly  thought  out  grounds  for  national  movements,  proved  their 
significance  in  regard  to  the  victory  of  the  socialist  revolu¬ 
tion,  and  on  the  other  hand,  the  importance  of  the  socialist  re¬ 
volution  to  the  victory  of  national  liberation  movements.  He  de¬ 
termined  the  path  and  forecast  the  development  of  national  rela¬ 
tionships  in  the  period  of  transition  from  capitalism  to  socialism 
and  in  the  period  of  construction  of  socialism  and  commmism.  Thus 
he  established  the  basis  for  Party  policies  on  the  problem  of  na¬ 
tions.  Lenin's  theories  still  inspire  nationa.1  liberation  move¬ 
ments  throughout  the  world,  as  well  as  their  vanguard,  the  lead¬ 
ing  elements  in  these  movements.  His  great  ideas  inspire  and 
guide  the  development  of  friendly  brotherly  relationships  between 
the  nations  within  the  USSR  and  others  in  the  world  socialist 
system. 


